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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is responsive to the Application filed 1/14/2004. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1, 8, and 15 are objected to because of the following informalities: the 
phrase in the second line of the second paragraph of claim 1, "one or more disosable 
email address options" should be altered to read -one or more of the plurality of 
disposable email addresses as options- to improve the clarity of the claim. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-3, 8-10, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Macintosh et al. (US 2002/0138581), hereafter Macintosh. 

Regarding claims 1, 8, and 15, Macintosh discloses: 

A method for filtering unwanted email messages comprising: 
defining a plurality of disposable email addresses, wherein each of the 

disposable email addresses is associated with a different Website and/or 

individual; (abstract, an email address ... automatically associated with the web 

page) 
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in response to detecting a particular Website being visited by an end user, 
automatically providing the user with one or more disposable email address 
options from which to select. ([0070]-[0071] disclose providing the user with a 
disposable email address to select in response to detecting a website being 
visited by a user.) 

Regarding claims 2 and 9 as applied to claims 1 and 8, Macintosh discloses: 
if a disposable email address is already associated with the Website, at 
least one of the disposable email address options comprises an option to 
automatically enter the disposable email address within a data field on the 
Website. ([0077] discloses sending the pre-existing email address to the user.) 
Regarding claims 3 and 10 as applied to claims 1-2 and 8-9, Macintosh 
discloses: 

if a disposable email address is not already associated with the Website, 
at least one of the disposable email address options comprises an option to 
automatically generate a disposable email address for the Website. ([0070]- 
[0071] disclose providing the user with a disposable email address to select in 
response to detecting a website being visited by a user.) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 4-5 and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Macintosh as applied to claims 1-3 and 8-10 above, and further in view of Friend 
(US 2004/0153512). 

Macintosh discloses all the limitations of claims 4-5 and 11-12 except for 
generating the email address by combining a domain name and a base email address. 

The general concept of combining a domain name with a base email address is 
well known in the art as taught by Friend, (see at least Fig. 9 and [0061]) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Macintosh with the general concept of combining a domain name 
with a base email address as taught by Friend in order to allow a user to more readily 
identify what account an email address is used with. 

7. Claims 6 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Macintosh and Friend as applied to claims 1-4 and 8-1 1 above, and further in view of 
Gautier (US 2004/0045031). 

Macintosh and Friend teach all the limitations of claims 6 and 13 except for the 
addition of a number to a pre-existing email address. 

The general concept of adding a number to a pre-existing address is well known 
in the art as taught by Gautier. ([0009] teaches adding a number to an existing email 
address) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Macintosh and Friend with the general concept of adding a number 
to a pre-existing address as taught by Gautier in order to make unique email addresses. 
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8. Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Macintosh and Friend as applied to claims 1-4 and 8-1 1 above, and further in view of 
Hall (US 2004/0205173). 

Macintosh and Friend teach all the limitations of claims 7 and 14 except for 
adding a random number with a string to create an email address. 

The general concept of adding a random number to a string to create an email 
address is well known in the art as taught by Hall. ([0011] teaches appending a string 
with a random number to create an email address.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Macintosh and Friend with the general concept of adding a random 
number to a string to create an email address as taught by Hall in order to reduce 
unsolicited emails. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Spear (US 2003/0149726) discloses appending a number to an 
address, see [0007].. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael E. Keefer whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1591. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 9am- 
5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached on (571) 272-1915. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the / 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status informationfof 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR Q^^m^f^KN 

SUPERVISgBfRflJENT EXAMINER 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Sen/ice Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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